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folded to the prophetic gaze of St. John, and see if he can 
discover any sifcn of a perfect, continuous, ne\-er-ceasin<;, 
never-erring, visible Church est:ibiishraent, numberinj^ the 
greater part of the inhabitants of Christendom amongst its 
followers, and at some periods apparently embracing the 
whole — a glory which the Church of Rome alone Tentnres 
to claim for herself; or does not he rather read that truth 
and puritj'werc to be exceptions amid general and grave 
error, ever persecuted, and for some time overwhelmed, 
falsehood rnling the religious world for ages, and, for a 
season, God's truth left without a witness with the courage 
or the power to proclaim it ? 

This is tliolesson, we think, which is most palpably taught, 
and which carries the promised blessing to those » ho learn 
it ; one that must have brought consolation to the bosoms 
<rf many, who fonnd themselves often alone, amid a world 
of error. As the New Testament tells us, had already 
begun to happen in the days of the Apostles, the Apoca- 
lypse reveals the continuance and growth of the like mixed 
system of good and evil, in which for long the evil should 
predominate, till the second coming of Christ should effect a 
retributive change. And so, too, during the long centuries 
past — as, perhaps, for many still to come — we find the 
Church visible forcsliadowed in the sacred book, as history in 
iact records the event, as ever stricken with punishments, 
twept by the fierce Goths and savage Hun, exhausted by its 
struggles with JKSaracen and the T<uk,and prostrate beneath 
successive conquerors, the unconscious instruments of God's 
wrath. Assuredly, not yet have been fulfilled those pro- 
phecies, often triumphantly quoted by our Roman Catholic 
correspondents, in which it is deseribcd as perfect in 
righteousness, as free from sin, as resting 'i tranquillity 
and peace, when wars and tribulations shall have passed 
away. Yet, it is these prophecies, and these alone, which 
ever^peak of the visible Church as perfect in doctrine, and 
feee from error. They, however, supply us with an obvious 
test : WHEN SIS is banished, krbob will disappear — 
but not till then ; when a Church of men can show itself 
inpeccahle, it may then claim to be infallible. Mean- 
irtiilc, revelation agrees with h'story in showing that per- 
fection ill either way has not, yet at least, been attained by 
Ibe Church, as it is seen by the eye of man. 



DECEETAX EPISTLES.— No. IV. 

HOIV THE FOnOBP £nSTl.ES WBRK VSKD IN THE CAISON UC9t. 

We gave in our last number, the labours of the Popes of 
the ninth century in establishing the forged Decretals as 
^e law of the Church. We did not proceed beyond Pope 
Ath-ian 11. The succeeding Popes no longer laboured to 
ecrtnblieh the forgery : that was now accomplished, and 
Itoev thought only how they could use the vast powers 
which forj^ery had acquired. , 

Thus I'ope Sylvester II. restores Amulphns to the 
archbishopric of Kheims, of which he had been deprived 
tpr his crimes ; not from any consideration of the welfare 
<<f fte' Church, but " that teter may have free power of 
looking, and that the dignity of the Roman glory may 
(^inc forth everywhere ; wherefore, we have thought it 
fit to assist you, Arnulphus, Archbishop of Kheims, de- 
prived, for whatever excesses, of your, pontifical dignity 

" ''> The Pope goes on to restore him to all 

his honours, makhig no stipulation whatever for his repen- 
tance or his absolution ; but saying, " Let our authority 
protect yon upon every side, even tuocoh guilt of 
CONSCIENCE oppress Yot; !'" *" As if it were necessary to 
the dominion ' which falsehood had established, that it 
should triumph, not only over public decency and virtue, 
hpt over the voice of Goil in the conscience of man ! And, 
to crown all, Pope Sylvester concludes with pronoimcing 
anathema against any succeeding Pope who should alter 
this decree ! ">■ — a worthy use of power so ac(|uired. 

And the eloquence of those Popes, and its application, 
H»ay be judged of from this specimen, taken from the same 
Pope's first epistle to AzoHnns, Bishop of Laon : — " 
Juaa, magistri proditionem iimovans,_et Pontificalem glo- 
ri^ni nostris temporlbus dcturpans !" 

Some Popes of the next ages deserve more notice, and 
may receive it from us hereafter ; but our present subject 
is too extensive to let us dwell on any individual Popes. 
ffe undertook to show, in this number, how the forged 
Bpistles and councils were thenceforward continued 
and maintained as the la»vs of the Church of Home. 

For this purpose we take the book, called "The De- 
oretum of Gvatiw." 

This Gratian was a monk, of the monastery of 
81, Felix, in Bononia, and he published this book in the 
year 1151. It is a vast collectioii of everything that he 
cpuld find, hn^-iag the force of law or the weight of autho- 
rity in the CSi wch. Fathers, councils, fcnnnlanes. Papal de- 
crees, and epistles — all are collected' here, not ftom theori- 
gimal writen, buitfrom the various compilations which Gra- 

^^^^^i^^^'f^^^^'^^m I I I —■".•■- II III* 

1«) VtPo«i),solT*n# libera, sit »otiesl,as, at Rom»ii» gl»ri» nbique 
folgeat dlgaitas. Qtta^rupter tibi ^nul^ho HeiQenftI vcbieplsccpo, 
quibusdan^ exceastbui pontlflvall hononf prrr^tto, Mtbrwtlr^ dlKoiun 
dniraiu .... Bp. S'l» AnolvlUB.— iAbt» and CcaiL, TOt iz., 

J}1} Nostm te Qliiciae aactoritw QXioul^ etUm si coiuci«ntiffi rutua 
aoourrot.— Saraoepbtie. 

tf), Sbktueotes 4po9ialIc4 ^ensqr* viA Sivtni gbsteatatione jndlcil, 
^ jMMit|k.en:iA^ iXLter<lictionev nt uaUi iw<^uaei sd^romm sacoessoram 
poDTMcnm, vel alis quiclibet ma^ae parvicque penonse, boc i^wltCWO ; 
privUegium infringere liceaL— Samrf epistle. ', 



tian found in use at that time as books of Church law. The 
variety and contradictions of those former collections were 
found so inconvenient, that Gratian resolved to bring them 
all together in one book ; and this book had such success, 
that it became the standard work on the'law of the Koman 
Church. 

It hits been disputed whether this book was confirmed 
and authorized by the Pope when it came out. Two an- 
cient authors of credit, Trithemios and Machiavel, say 
that it was so authorized ; others deny it. We think that 
the latter are correct, and that the book was not author- 
ized by the Pope. Still, the fact is confessed, that it was 
universally adopted in all the courts of the Roman Chnrch. 
Our witness is Archbishop Devoti, Secretary to Pope Plus 
VII., the latest Roman writer on Canon law. Devoti 
wished to allow this Decretum of Gratian as little authority 
as possible, because it quotes the forgeries ; yet he confesses 
that " scarcely had the work of Gratian come forth into 
light, than it was held in such esteem by all, that it was read 
publicly in the schools (of law), and produced in court as 
part of the 'iommon law."^'^ If we consider the law books 
received in our own courts of law, we may easily under- 
stand how this might happen to a book not authorized by 
law. No book has greater authority in British courts of 
law than " Coke upon Littleton ;" yet that book never 
was confirmed by act of parliament, nor by any law. Yet all 
courts receive that book as the la* of the land, not because 
Sir Edward Coke had any authority to make laws, but be- 
cause he gave the best and most accurate statement of the 
things that were law before he wrote his book. It was 
precisely the same with Gratian ; he collected everything 
which he found already admitted as law in the Papal 
courts, and therefore the Pap.al courts universally adopted 
his book as the stindiird work on their law. Carrying out 
this object, Gratian adopted the forged Decretals into his 
collection, because he found them already acknowledged in 
the Roman courts as the law of the Roman Church. Those 
Decretals did not become law, because he put them in his 
book ; but he put them in his book because he foimd them 
law already. W-e admit the statement of Devoti (p. 376) 
" concerning the authority of the Decretum (of Gratian); 
it is to be thus held, that all things which are related in it 
have the same force as if they were viewefl apart from the 
Decretum. Therefore, whatever force the places of Holy 
Scripture, the decrees of Popes and of General Councils 
have by their own quality and nature, the same they retain 
in the Decretum ; but the others, by beingput into the De- 
cretum, do not obtain that authority which they have not 
of themselves."") 

It follows from this, that genuine Decretals of Popes- in 
the Decretum, are still law, but forged Decretals in the 
Decretum arc not law, merely because they are found in 
it. It follows, also, that the forged Decretals, which are 
in the Decretum of Gi^iM, whilethey were believed to be 
genuine, were universally regarded as tlie laws of the 
Church. 

So the fact stands thus ; in the year 1151, Gratian found 
the forged Epistles of the Popes universally received in the 
Papal courts as the law of the Roman Church ; Gratian 
adopted them as such, and the Roman courts adopted hi^ 
book; and, for at least four hundred and thirty years 
AFTER (as we shall presently prove), and probably some 
time longer, no one ever doubted that these forged Epistles 
were genuine, or ever questioned that they were a part of 
the law of the Roman Chnrch ! 

We shall now show briefly to what extent, and with 
what object, the forged Decretal Epistles figured in the 
Decretum of Gratian. 

We confine ourselves (for reasons given in onr former 
numbers) to the Decretal Epistles of the Popes of the first 
400 years, of which we gave a list in our first number, 
printed in the Catholic Layman, December, 1853. 

Our readers will remember that we showed in that list 
that there are 84 foiled Epistles for those 400 years, and 
23 epistles commonly reputed genuine. 
Of the 84 forgeries, Gratian quotes 65. 
Of the 23 called genuine, Gratian quotes only one, 
and that one, if not forged, is most probably " cooked." 

Our readers may remember what we said in our first 
number, that while the foi^d Epistles give just what 
Roman Catholics wish to find in the early ages, the 
genuine Epistles of those ages do not give any support to 
the Papacy. Hence, they ftiay understand why Gratian 
quotes so many of the forged, and so few of the genuine. 

But to come to particulars : this book, the Decretum, is 
divided into larger divisions (which in modern days would 
be called chapters), and these are subdivided into smaller 
divisions, called " canons." 

Of these canons, thrive hundred and twenty-four 

are taken from the Decretal Epistles of the first 40O years. 

Of these three hundred and twenty-four, three 

HUNDRED AND THIRTEEN are forgeries, OMLT EtEVEN 

genuine ; if; indeed, that me Epistle be really genuine. 

<-4> VIx Gntiaai o^s ya >iMeM yroHit, tanto ab p]«»it«5 in pretb) 
habitum eat^ ut ia aclioUa pablici ieMer«t«u:» attjae ia f uro laaquam 
pars commtuila juris proponcretur. —Devoti, Jua ClUlOBi«tUB, ed. Rom., 
1837, vol. i., p. 373. 

tH) De «iKtoritUt I>ecn!H ^ hiOeBdinii nt; amnia ^la In eo 
refeimntoj;. vira eoodeta ^har«, &o si aiiorsuB a X)e«reta aptsittiHtur. 
Itaque loca ajicr* Scriptoraa, deei^eta Sammoruis Pontiftcum, et gtne- 
raHuin conciliuvum, quam sua indole et natora vini habeat, eamdeca in 
DeCKt» Tetm<ent ; c«tem two ao^orttatem. quA per ae carent, in 
Decretow aan al ntm w iv taiueftmiam.— jiOToB^ Jw>€»wwcimi.W)^ 1. 
p. 378. 



We confine ourselves to our list of the 400 years. Were 
we to take in the forgeries of later Popes, and the number 
of passages from books that were never written by the 
authors whose names they bear, we should, perhaps, double 
the number. 

But, compare these three hundred and thirteen 
forged canons, with the number of canons which Gratian 
took from the Scriptures— from the Old Testament, 
thirteen; from the New Testament, just nine. 

Each canon is to prove some point in the law of the • 
Church of Rome ; whereby our readers may see that it 
was then, as it is now, much easier to prove the papal 
system from lying stories, than to prove it from the Word 
of God. 

Now, let us see what did Gratian use these forgeries 
to prove. 

in Distinctions (or, as we might call them, chapters) 
XXI. and XXII. he brings forward proofs for the 
supremacy of Rome. In Dist. XXI. can. 2, he quotes 

the forged Epistle of Anacletus. " the sacerdotal 

order began from Peter, because the Pontificate in the 
Church ot Christ was given to him first "(6) 

In canon 3 he quotes the Decree of Gelasius about 

approved and apocryphal books, as follows — " 

the Roman Catholic and Apostolic Church was set over 
the other Churches by no synodical decrees, but obtained 
the primacy by the evangelical voice of our Lord and 
Saviour "(7) 

Again, in Dist. XXII., canon 2, he quotes the forged 
Epistle of Anaclettis (which we gave in our last numiber). 
" The Holy Roman and Apostolic Church obtained the 
primacy and pre-eminence over all Churches, not from 
the apostles, but from the Lord himself, our Saviour " 

Again, in Dist. XCIII., canon 3, Gratian quotes St. 
Cyprian, saying — " he who deserts the See of Peter, on 
which the Church is founded, let him not trust that he is 
in the Church. "(8) But the^e words were never written by 
St. Cyprian ; they were put into his writings by the forgers 
many centuries after his death. 

As far as we have been able to find, these are all the 
proofs which Gratian brings from the first eight centuries 
in support of the supremacy by diviae right, of the Ro> 
man Church. And they are all forgeries. All his other 
proofs for it are taken from Popes or other yrritors of tbe 
NINTH and following centuries. 

Here w^e have the confirmation of our opinion, which 
we hope yet to prove still further, that the supremacy by 
divine right originated Irom the forged lecretalsof the 
ninth centnry, and that all former Popes and writers were 
ignorant of it. 

In support of the authority of the forged Decretal!!, 
Gratian, or some one for him, transcribes, Dist. XIX. 
c. 1, that whole arguiucut of Pope Nicolas I. (which we 
gave at the enii of No. II.» January 1854, p. 4, col. 1), 
in which Pope Nicolas insists on people receiviitg th« 
Decretal Episiles, written inthetimes of pagan persecution; 
which it is impossible to apply to any but the forged de- 
cretals. 

For the divine inspiration of the Pope's decrees, 
Gratian (Dist. XXI. canon 7) produced that passage 
of Pope Nicolas (given in our second number, January 
1854, p. 3, col. 1), in which Pope Nicolas produces thi 
forged story about Pope MarcclUaus its being given by 
divine inspiration. 

But Gratian brings another proof (Dist. xix., canon 6) 
for the divine inspiration of the Pope's decrees, which de- 
serves attention. This canon has a hettding to it — 
" The Decretal Epistles arc to be reckoned in among the 
CANONICAL scriptures''! The canon itself consists of « 
passage which St. Augustine wrote ahoui the Hol;)f Scrip- 
ture itself, which passage Gratian altered, so that it might 
apply to the Decretal Epistles of Popes ! 

Four hundred and thirty years after, this passage was 
altered to rim as St. Augustine wrote it, by correctors 
whom we shall speak of presently, but those corrector 
leic the heading as Qratian wrote it ! 

That the Pope only has the right of calling conncils, 
Gratian proves (Di.st. xvii., Canons 1, 2, 3, 5) from the 
Decretal Epistles of Pope Marcellus, Pope Julius I., Pope 
Damasus, and Pope Pelagius II.— all forgeries. 

That the sacrifice of the mass is a propitiatory sacrifice 
for the taking away of sin, Gratian proves (de Coasecr. 
Dist. ii.. Canon 7) from a Decretal Epistle of Pope Julius 
I., " every crime and sin is blotted out by tliese sacrifices 
offered to God ;" ( " ) aud also from Pope Alexander 
(Canon 8) — " nothing can effect more in sacrifices than the 
body and blood of Christ, nor is any oblation more powerful 

than tius, but this excels all " (w) Both. 

these Epistles are acknowledged forgeries. 

For the ceremonies and rules to te observed at the mass, 
many of which are very like those now observed, Gratiaa 
gives canons, many taken from the forgeries; as firom 
Clenoent (de Conaecr. Dist. i., Canon 14). Clement again. 
Canon 3^ ; Sixtus, Canon 41 ; Stephen, Canon H i Sylves- 



(«> . . . . A FetraSaoerdatal:sO0B9!tl»*>,qBi»ipsll>iaa 
poBtiAcatvs k> ccclnia C^i^ti inAaa eu. . . . 

(7) RotniMia, Catbolica et Apaatoliea Ecdrala nullU qrnodicii eoor 
atttutis cfleteris ecclcsiis pnelata est, aed evangelica voce Domini 4t 
Salratoris nostri PrimatTim obtinuit. 

(8) Qui Catliedram Petri, super qpma fimdua est Eedcaia, deMiifc 
ia ICcckaia ae ease non conftrlai. 

(9} Omne criiaea atque peccaiiam 0bi«ti3 Deo sacrificila del«atur. 
(10) Nihil in sacrificiis raajus es*e porest. quam corpiw et aaogois 
Cliristi, nec ulia utilatiu tmc potior est, sed hsej omaes prsecellit. 
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ter, Canon 46 ; Telesphorus, Canon 48 ; Anacletus, Canon 
£9 ; Lncias, Canon 60 ; Anastasios, Canon 61 ; Alexander 
de Consecr. Dist. ii.. Canon 1 ; Clement, Canon 23 — aU 
forged ; besides many more never made by the Popes 
whose names they bear. Prom whence our readers may 
have some notion how the ceremonies of the mass did mul- 
tiply so fast, and how the mass came to be so different 
from the simplicity of the Supper of the Lord, as it was 
celebrated by the Lord himself, and by his aposdes after 
Him. 

Bat we might go on for ever at the forgeries in this De- 
cretum of Gratian. We stop at one instance more — holy 
water; for which Gratian quotes that passage of the 
forged letter of Pope Alexander (which we gave in our last 
number), and that alone (de Consecr. Dist. iii., Canon 20). 

All these things Gratian found as acknowledged laws of 
the Roman Church, in the year 1151 ; and therefore he 
put them into his book. All these things continued iu his 
book as undoubted and unquestioned laws of the Roman 
Chnrch for at least four hundred and thirty years, and, 
perhaps, a good deal longer. 

And this brings us to a fact in the history ofthe Decre- 
tum of Gratian, which shows far more strongly than we 
yet have shown it, the vast influence and authority which 
this book had acquired in the Church ; and how Uttle po- 
tion any one had, during all those centuries, of doubting or 
questioning aM the forgeries in it. 

At the end of the Council of Trent, about thp year 1563, 
Pope Pius IV. (the same who drew up the creed of the 
Roman Catholic Church), was authorized by the Council of 
Trent to revise the Roman Missal and Breviary. About 
the same time, he undertook to revise and correct the 
H Jecretum of Gratian. For this purpose, he selected a 
number of the most learned cardinals and doctors iu the 
Koman Church, to whom he committed that task. His 
successor, Pius V., added others ; so that seven car- 
dinals and seventeen doctors were employed, of whom two 
afterwards became popes. 

These twenty-four most learned men spent more than 
sixteen years of most diligent labour in correcting the 
Decretum of Gratian, which they finally accomplished in 
the year 1580, under the pontificate of Pope Gregory 
XIIL There cannot be stronger proof of the vast impor- 
tance and authority attached to this book in the Church of 
Rome. 

What did those learned men do with the forgeries ? 

It is true, they do correct a forgery now and then; but 
not the forged Decretals. For instance :— Dist. xix.. 
Canon 9., has this heading—" Anastasius, being rejected 
by God, was struck by the Divine Will ;" which heading 
the canon itself seems fully to support. Now, this Anas- 
tasius was a pope, and the correctors may well have won- 
dered how Gratian came to put in such a story about a Pope. 
They did not know that the real story which Gratian, no 
doubt, toeant to give, and probably did give, was just the 
contrary, that some enemy of Pope Anastasius was thus 
struck by God. Probably some transcriber afterwards 
made the blunder in making a new copy. But the cor- 
rectors, knowing nothing of this, pronounced, without hesi- 
tation, in the note which they added, that this story was a 
forgery. This shows that they felt that it was a part 
of their duty to point out foi^ries in the Decretum of 
Gratian. 

Yet of the three nusDRED and thirteen canons 
taken from the forged Decretiils of the first 400 years, and of 
all the other canons taken from other similar forgeries, they 
never pomted out one as being a forgery ! 

On the contrary, they everywhere seek to uphold the 
authority of the forged bundle of Isidore. 

They state in the preface which they prefixed to the De- 
eretum, that Igmarus, Archbishop of Rheims, affirms, that 
It really was the famous Isidoce, Bishop of Seville, in Spain, 
who made this collection, which, if tme,-would be strongest 
proofthat the forged Decretals were genuine: and they do 
not say that it is not true. 

They appeal to the testimony of the writer of this forged 
collection, " as Isidore himself testifies." 

In many of their notes on forged canons, they speak of 
the torger as if he were a person of credit, and of the forge- 
ries, as if they were genuine." (11) ' 

Having done all this to support the credit of the forge- 
ries, and having never given the smallest hint that any 
doubt was, or could«be thrown on all these forged canons 
they say in their preface, respecting the diligence with 
WHICH the work was done, that " after this scarcely any one 
can err so as to foUom uncertain things for certain, or to 
hold suspected those which were certain, as if they were 
uncertain. ' (12) ' ' 

»v'?t'^-j''*^"°*"*^'"''"' T^henthey wrote that passage, 
that Isidore's Papal DecretaU might be forged? WaTit 
possible that during 16 years spent in examining these 
canoiB, and comparing them with the monstrous and 
absurd forgeries which Isidore had concocted (and it is 
oviuent that they did compare them carefullu), that no 
suspicion should ever have arisen in their niinds ? 

Ihey were in constant communication with Antonius 
l„l!"i'°"^' ^/e'''''shop of Tarracon in Spain, the most 
learned man of his day, and from him they received a great 

xiiLVc.^?; Dij^l'^c"!** Correctors oa Dist xvL, c. 4 ana 12 ; DUt. 
Ti&^^^'^iS^/^J^^^-^" c«rtU «aui, certa 



part of their materials ; and he certainly knew of grounds 
of suspicion, for he had observed that flie Epistles of the 
early Popes did actually quote laws of the Roman empe- 
rors, which laws were not made for several hundred years 
after those popes lived ! And he does not imdeistand how 
this could be done ! 

But whether the correctors suspected the forgery or not, 
is of little consequence. If they did not, then we have 
proof how tmiversally the forgeries wore believed and ac- 
cepted as the law of the Chnrch : if they did suspect it, 
then we have proof that they did everything iu their 
power to prevent others suspecting it ; and that, notwith- 
standing dieir snspicions, they put forward the tbrged 
decretals in the Decretum, as things that no man, or no 
court of the Church of Rome, need hesitate to accept aa 
genuine and true. 

And the Decrettmi of Gratian, when thus corrected, was 
published by authority of a bull of Pope Gregory XIIL, 
who had hiiaself been one of the correctors before he was 
Pope. 

That bull was dated, July 1, 1580, and in the beginning 
of it Pope Gregory gives, as the reason for correcting the 
Decretum, the duty of his office " to provide with all zeal 
and diligence for retaining all Christians iu the true and 
Catholic &ith*espccially in these so grievous and calami- 
tous times (the Reformation), and, therefore, that, in the first 
place, is to be attended to and provided for by us, that we 
may take away from all every occasion of wandering from 
it." (13)^ 

To accomplish this purpose he sends forth the Decretum 
of Gratian, with all its forgeries, sustained with firesh cre- 
dit, and greater approbation ; and to provide for the en- 
during continuance of those forgeries, he inserts this enact- 
ment into the bull, " that it shall not be lawful to any one 
to add anything to this work, or to change or to alter any- 
thing, or to 'add any interpretation ; but as it is now 
prmted in this our city of Rome, let it always and for ever 
be preserved whole and unaltered." (li) And this bull is 
always printed in the firont of the Roman edition of the 
Decretum of Gratian. 

But it was too late for Pope and Cardinals to make 
these forgeries perpetual. A mighty power had arisen, and 
was rolling onward, destined to sweep before it, in the next 
half century, the frauds and forgeries" of seven hundred 
years. The reformers began, not long after, to question and 
convict the forgeries, and one by one all the most learned 
men of the Chm-ch of Rome were driven to admit the 
barefaced imposture which, so short a time before, they had 
sought to bolster up. In 50 years more the victory of 
truth pver falsehood was complete ; yet, even when the 
great battle was thus lost and won, the mor« zealous 
champions of the Roman Church, Turrianus the Jesuit, 
and Binius the Archbishop, made a last desperate effijrt 
to retrieve the day, and restore the reign of forgery' in the 
Church. And Bmius again ventured to defend therforged 
epistles of the Popes as being " consecrated by their own 
antiquity find the reverence of the whole world ; filled with 
gravity, doctrine, and holiness ; confirmed by the testimony 
and use of posterity of all ages ; in stylo and discourse, 
written most agreeably to apostolic men ; interpreting the 
holy Scripture according to that sense which holy mother 
Church has held and holds, which is to be bravely upheld 
to martyrdom in time of persecution by the example of 
our Saviour Christ ; most usefully written tor coufutin"- the 
heresies of our times." (16) ° 

The very arguments by which we now hoar men attempt- 
ing to defend the very things which those forgeries intro- 
duced and established ! 

But the time for ruling by forgery ' was gone by, and 
Labbe and Cossart, wiser Jesuits than he, thought it was 
madness to defend the forgeries any longer, iu such a light 
of ecclesiastical knowledge. 

The forgeries are not now the law of the Roman Church, 
by reason of their being in the Decretum of Gratian, since 
the forgery is confessed. But they stand there still, as a monu- 
ment to remind us that for 700 years the Roman Church 
maintained her doctrines by their help, and never aban- 
doned them until Protestants had made it impossible to 
maintain them longer. 

And now, in looking back on this awful delusion of the 
Cluirch for so many ages, it does seem to us, that if Pro- 
testantism were ever so bad a thing, and if the Church of 
Rome had power to abolish it from the world with a breath. 
It might still be prudent tor that infallible Church to keep a 
few Protestants still, just to preserve her from being for ever 
deceived through the presumption and the ignorance of her 
own infallibility. 

But we have not done with forgeries, for we grieve to 



(13) . . . . nt omnl stadio dilJKentiaque omnes Chrlstifldeles 
m» prasertim Um grailbus calamitosUque temporibiis in recta et 
oatholica Bde conttnere carenius, ac propterea id in primla nobis 
agendum et proTldendum ait, ut omnem omnibus aberrandi ab ea 
occasionem subtrjihamns. 

Cl4) Ac ne cuiqham liceat eidem operi quicquam addere, vel Im- 
mutare, aat invertere, nullave interpretamenta aijjnngere, sed proat 
in liac nostra urbe Koma nunc impressum foit, semper et peroetuo 
inteBium et incorraptum conservetur. 

(1.1) Epistolas ]>ecretale8 antiqultate sua et totioa mtindi reverentia 
consccratas, omiii (jravitate, doctrina et snnctitate refertas, testimonio 
et usil postentatis omnium saecnlorum conftnnatas, stylo ac sermone 
Apostohcis Tins convenientisMmo eiarataa, sacram Scripturam juxta 
com stiisum qoem tenuit el tenet sancta mater ecclesia interpretantes, 
ad marlyrium tempore persccutionis Christi Domini noslri eiemplo 
fortiter sustinendum, ad hareses sui tetnporis redarKuendum ntl- 
lissime scriptas. . . . .— Labbeaud Co«i, vol. i., p. 7& 



say that Roman Catholics have not done with them yet 
The next Book in the canon law of the Church of Rome 
is, " The Decretals of Pope Gregory IX." K is a book 
offer higher legal authority with them than the Decretum of 
Gratian ; for their latest canonist, Archbishop Devoti, says 
of it, and the other books that followed it, " Whatever, there- 
fore, is contained in them makes" law." (16) The reason is, 
because these books wero'actually. drawn up and sanctioned 
by authority in the Church of Rome, which the Decretum 
was not. 

Now, we might hardly think of looking for the forged 
Epistles of the early Popes in these Decretols of Pope Gre- 
gory IX., because that book was intended to be a collection 
of the later Decretals, Gratian having already embodied 
the former. Yet a few of the earlier have strayed into it ; 
we have observed five ; one attributed by mistake to 
Stephen, but really from the Epistle of Sixtus X (17); 
2. another from Stephen I. (is) ; 3. another from Stephen, 
II. (19); 4. another from Felix II. (20) ; 5. another from 
Felix I. (20). All five are from the forged Epistles, ami 
this in the book of which the latest Roman Canonist sstjf 
that everything in that book is law ! 

We have not, in our reading, seen it noticed that the 
forgeries are quoted in this Book of the Decretals of Gre- 
gory IX., and we call the attention of the learned to the 
laet. 

But Roman Catholics are not yet clear of these for- 
geries. The Church of Rome still uses these forgeries to 
direct and govern the daily prayers of her priests and mem- 
bers. The Roman Breviary directs the daily prayers of 
the Church of Rome. The Council of Trent formally 
authorized Pope Pius IV. to correct that Breviary. He 
did correct it, and issued a bidl commanding the use of 
it so corrected. In the service for April 26th, and in that 
for December 31st, what does the reader suppose we find ? 
Why, the two lying stories which Pope Nicholas I. pro- 
duced as being given by divine inspiration ! — the forged 
Council of Marcellinus, and the forged Council of Sylvester ! 

These are not the only forgeries in the Roman Breviary 
— the daily prayers of the lioman Church. There are 
heaps of them, taken from the pontifical book, which had a 
very similar origin with the forged Decretals. 

Roman Catholics, read the Itoman Breviary, and think 
of these things. 

Then turn to Clement, whom you call St. Peter's suc- 
cessor, and call to mind his striking words in his genuim 
Epistle, " Search into the Holy Scriptures, which are the 
true words of the Holy Ghost. Ye know that there is 
nothing wicked or forged written in them" (21). 



THE OLD IRISH CLERGY. 



That the principle of hereditary succession to ecclesiastical 
benefices was applied, in a very remarkable and exclusive 
way, to the Office of Successor of St. Patrick, at Armagh, 
from an early period in the tenth century to a correspond- 
ing period in the twelfth century — or, in other words, for 
about 200 years, counted from A.D. 926, or thereabouts, 
to A.D. 1129, or somewhat later — is not only a point ad- 
mitted on all hands, but one also which has attracted 
much attention, and given rise to no small discussion. 
But that the same system was more or less acted on ac 
a much earlier ppriod, among the official personages con- 
nected with the Church in Armagh — that it was in ope- 
ration there, iif fact, from the very first foundation of the 
place, and among the highest dignitaries who flourished in 
it, appears to be. indicated -by evidence in the .4 n«a/s not 
much less palpable or certain than what applies to tfie 
later history of tlie same church, although this evidence in 
the former case has attracted little or no dbservation. 

Let us look at each case by itself, taking them in chro- 
nological order. Oijt of the names connected with Ar- 
magh during the first period, i. e the one ending at A.D. 

927 — the following selected catalogue appears to include 
all such as are most worthy of notice in illustration of the 
subject before us : — 

A.D. 525. Ailill, Bishop of Armagh, of the tribe of 
Hy-Brasil, died. 

A.D. 535. Oilill, Bishop of Armagh, who was likewise 
of the tribe of Hy-Brasil, died. 

[The Hy-Brasil territory. Dr. O'Donovan considers 
(JVo<e, A.D. 525.) to have been co-extensive with the present 
barony of O'Neilland East, Co. Armagh, on the south of 
Lough Neagh, where the Bann enters that lake.] 

A.D. 557. Phelimy Finn, A l)l)ot of Armagh, died. 

[Ware says that he was born iu the territory of Hy-Nel- 
lan, or O'Neilland.] 

A.D. 587. St. Caorlan, Bishop of Armagh, died; ["bom 
in a territory called Uy-Nielhin,"— t.<r.— O'Neilknd. 
Ware.-l 

A.D. 606. Hugh, son of Colga, Chief of Oriel and of aU 

(IG) Quidqnid iBltur io Us comprebenditur, legem facit— Jiis; 
Canon., vol. i., p. 3S'J. 

(17) Lib. v., Tit. 7, c. 1. 

(18) Lib. v.. Tit. 41, c. 7. 

(19) Lib. T,. Tit. 1, c. 1. 

(20) Lib. v., Tit. I, c. 2. 

(21) EyupwrcTf tig rat ypa^aj raff aXijOdj pi;«i£ 
vviviiaros row ayiov uriraaOe in ovStv aliKOV 

ovl( irapairtwoitintvov yeypatrrai iv avraic. 

Libbe and Com, voki, p. 15a, erratum. 



